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1 geh, of December, 1749. 


CTs had and made in the Chapter- houſe, of the 
A Cathedral Church, of St. Finbarry's Cork, before 


the Reverend Mr. William Meade, Dean of the 
ſaid Cathedral, and the undernamed Dignitaries 
and Prebendaries, aſſembled together in Chapter, in Pre- 
ſence of Thomas Mietes Notary Publick, Clerk to the ſaid 
Dean and Chapters, - 


Mr: Samuel Brome, Chancellor, 
Mr. 7ohn Smith, Treaſurer. 
Mr. William Reader, Archdeacon. 
Mr, Boyle Davies, Prebendary of Liſcleary. 
Mr. William Jackſon, Prebendary of Cahirlag. 
1 $- Mr. Jſaac 1 Prebendary of Killanully. 
; Mr. Thomas White, Prebendary of Kilbrittain. 
Mr. Perkins Crofton, Prebendary of Deſertmore. 
Mr. Samuel Wooderoffe, Prebendary of Dromdaleigue. 


On which Day the Dean, and ſeveral Members of this 
Chapter, having complained at this Chapter, that they ap- 
prehend themſelves greatly injured by ſeveral Miſrepreſen- 
tations and Falſities, in a Pamphlet lately publiſhed, Intitled, 
A Letter from a Clergyman of the Dioceſs of Cork, to his 
Friend in Dublin, relating the Conduct of the Biſhop of Cork, 
in the Degradation of Mr. Dallas; it was unanimouſly a- 
greed, by the ſaid Dean and the ſeveral Members of this 

-hapter preſent, that the ſaid Dean, Archdeacon Reader, 
Dean Goldſmith, Prebendary of Killanully, the Reverend 
Mr. Perkins Crofton, Vicar-General and Prebendary of De- 
ſertmore, and the Reverend Mr. Jackſon, Prebendary of 
Cahnrlag, who are the Perſons that complained, and think 
themſelves aggrieved on this Occaſion, ought, if poſſible, ta 
juſtify their Conduct, by publiſhing each of them with 
their Names affixed, a true State of the Caſe, ſo far as 
each of them was concerned. 

In -purſuance of the above Act of Chapter, the Dean, 
and the four Members of the Chapter therein named, give 
the following Accounts of their Conduct, in Relation to 
the Suit carried on againſt Mr. Dallas, 
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The Cife of William Meade, Dean of Cork, Relative te 
| Mr. Dallas. 


| a Letter from a Clergyman of the Dioceſs of Cork, to 
his Friend in Dublin, Relating the Conduct of the Bi- 
op of Cork, in the Degradation of Mr. Dallas, there is a 
Relation of a Converſation (Pag. 8, 9.) between the Brfkop 
of Corꝶ and me, which is in ſome Part untrue, and in other 
Particulars greatly mifrepreſents the Truth; whereas, in Fact, 
E C. nverſation that paſſed between the Biſhop and me, on - 
that Occaſion, and what followed thereon, is as follows, v:z. 

On Sunday the 5th of March, 1748-9 I was before Morn- 
ing Service in the Veſtry Room at St, 3 when the 
Biſhop of Cori, being there putting on his Habit, beckoned 
to me, and took me afide to the Window, and privately afk- 
ed me, what he ſhould do with Mr. Dallas? I anſwered him, 
© That I really could not tell, that I feared he was too ob- 
© ſtinate ; That Inever had much Converſation with him, but 
<< that I had adviſed him to ſubmit to his Lordſhip's Judgment.“ 
Upon which his Lordſhip, lifting up his Hands and Eyes to 
Heaven, ſaid, © Oh that he would! Oh that he would! it 
e js the beſt Advice you could give him, and the only Way 
<« he could expect any Favour ; for that he now was only 
60 Judge, and the Office Proſecutor] ſo that it may be in his 
„Power to favour him; but that, if he appealed, he, the 
<« Biſhop would be then Proſecutor ;. and the Court to which 
« he appealed, (if he the ſaid Dallas ſhould be Caſt) could 
not pronounce any Sentence againſt him, but that of De- 
<* gradation, preſcribed by the Canon.“ The Biſhop further, 
ſaid, „ that it was never in his Inclination or Intention to 


* hurt Mr. Dallas; and that notwithſtanding all the Trou- 


e ble and Expence, that Mr. Dallas had put him to; yet 
4 (he thanked God) his former Diſpoſition, was no way al- 
„ tered: But yet, if he did forgive him, he could never have 
« a good Opinion of him, but that he was a Man of an evil 
« Mind.” Finding his Lordſhip in this Diſpoſition, I told 
his Lordſhip, “ if he would permit me, I would endea- 
« your once more to perſuade him to ſubmit.“ To which 
his Lordſhip ſaid, „if you do, let it be by ſome Body elle, 
& for if you ſhould ſpeak yourſelf, he will certainly vex you.“ 

To which I anſwered, “he could not vex me, for if he did 
% not take my Advice, I ſhould be contented.” And fo 

the Converſation for that Time ended ; which would never 
have happened between the Biſhop and me on that dern 
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had not the Biſhop firſt mentioned Mr. Dallas to me, as I 
had no Intention to ſpeak on that Subject, ſo little anxious 
was I about Mr. Dallas, notwithſtanding what the Clergy- 
man's Letter inſinuates. 

In Conſequence of the above Converſation, the very ſame 
Day after Evening Prayer, I went to the Reverend Mr. Peter 
Briſtoto's Room; when and where I told him of the above 
Converſation I had with the Biſhop ; and deſired he would 
tell Mr. Dallas, what juſt Reaſon he had to ſubmit, and up- 
on Submiſſion to expect Favour. But this Mr. Briftow re- 
fuſed to do, 

Next Morning I went to Biſbopſtotun, (where Sir John 
Freke reſides) to dine with him; and told him the above 
Converſation I had with the Biſhop, and ſaid, <* I was ſorry 
« T had not ſeen Mr. Dallas.” Upon which Lady Freke, 
who was then preſent, told me, that Mr. Dallas was to 
*, dine there that Day, and that I ſhould have an Opportu- 
< nity of ſpeaking to him, which I accordingly then had, 
and told him, what Grounds I had to think, that if he did 
4 ſubmit, it would be of Service to him.“ Mr. Dallas afk- 
ed me, if I would be anſwerable for the Confequences ? 1 
told him, „I would not, nor could not,” but informed 
him of the Diſpoſition I found the Biſhop in, and what he 
ſaid upon that Subject; and left him to judge, whether or no, 
what I told him, was ſufficient Grounds to induce him to 
ſubmit ; he ſaid he would conſider. 

- Accordingly on Tueſday, the Day following being Court- 
day, Mr. Dallas did ſubmit, as am informed; induced 
thereto, as I verily believe, by the Motives, I then, and there 
propoſed to him. | 

On Saturday, March the 11th, I came to Cork, and was 
ſurprized at a Report I heard, that upon Mr, Dallas's Submiſ- 
hon the Tueſday before, the Biſhop had ordered a Sentence of 
Degradation to be drawn-up in Form againſt him, and had 
employed two Lawyers to have it drawn in the moſt effectual 
Manner. | 

As I imagined, his Submiſſion proceeded intirely from the In- 
ducements I had laid before him, I was greatly alarmed ; and 
on Sunday the 12th, I went to Church, where I expected to 
meet the Biſhop, and intended to ſpeak to him about it. The 
Biſhop was there, but ſeemed ſtudiouſly to avoid any Conver- 
ſation with me, ſo that I had not an Opportunity of ſpeak- 
ing to him that Day. | | 

On Monday the 13th, I went to Church, where I met the 
Biſhop again, but he endeayoured to avoid me as before, by 

leaving 


” ——_— ——— — —1¶] 2 
— — — — www — „ 24. 


—— 


— - „ * 


4 


leaving the Church without going into the Veſtry-Room, as 
uſual. But being reſolved to ſpeak to him, I followed him, 
and over-took him in the Church-yard. I told his Lordſhip, 
<< that I was greatly ſurprized, after Mr. Dallas had ſubmit- 
« ted at my Inſtance, and the Aſſurances I had from his 
& Lordſhip, to hear, that his Lordſhip was determined to pro- 
% ceed to Sentence of Degradation againſt him, and that he 
© had employed Lawyers to draw up the Sentence in Form.“ 
I walked with him to Biſhop's Court, and went with him to 
his Cloſet, where being ſat down, he ſaid, „it was true 
© that he had ordered the Sentence to be drawn up; that he 
© owed a great deal to his own Character; that he had been 
& Advertiſed by his Friends in Dublin, that, if he did not 
«© make an Example of Mr, Dallas, he would be deſpiſed, as 
<< if foiled by him: And pulled out a Paper, and read a Pa- 
«© rapraph to that Purpoſe : Nevertheleſs he thanked God, he 
< hoped he had found out a Method, to reconcile it to his 
<< own Mind ; that he intended to be at Court, Friday the 


<< 3iſt of March, and deſired I would be there that Day; for 


« Mr. Dallas was cited to attend; and that, tho* the uſual 
« Way, was for the Proctor or Regiſter to tender the Sen- 
<« tence to the Judge, who, if upon Peruſal he approved of 
< it, was to pronounce it; that inſtead of this Method, he 
< on that Occaſion would order the Regiſter to read it, and 
te then lay it aſide to another Court-day ; that for this Pur- 
<< poſe, he had ordered it ſo, that the Viſitation ſhould inter- 
«« vene before the next Court-day : That at the Viſitation 
ce he ſhould ſpeak ſomething, touching Mr. Dallas's Offence 
« and if his Brethren, the Clergy, would interpoſe in Mr. 
&« Dallas's Favour, he would find ſome Expedient to ſtop 
« farther Proſecution.” Not doubting, but the Clergy 
would ſo interpoſe, I declared myſelf content with the Man- 
ner of Proceeding. But as I was taking leave of his Lordſhip, 


J deſired to know, What manner of Submiſſion Mr. Dallas 


<< was to make, he ſaid Mr. Dallas might draw it up, as he 
« thought proper, ſo that he acknowledged his Offence, ex- 


«© preſſed his Concern for it, and particularly diſclaimed the 


„% Doctrine he had advanced, of not being ſubject to the 
„ Juriſdiftion of the Dioceſs where he reſided.“ 

Theſe two are the only private Converſations, I have had 
with the Biſhop on this Subject; and what enables me to be 
ſo particular, at this diſtence of Time, is, that I reduced the 
Subſtance of theſe Converſations into Writing, while the 
Thing was freſh in my Memory, 

The laſt Converſation, (fot what Reaſons J cannot tell) 

the 


LE. ; 


the Letter-Writer has not related the Particulars of; but he 
has referred to it, (Pag.18,) in the Relation of a Converſation 
ſaid to have paſſed between the Biſhop and me in Court, 
March 31ft,in Manner following, to wit, after the Biſhop had 
ordered Mr, Dallas to be called, and upon his not appearing, 
he had ordered the Regiſter to read the Sentence of Degrada- 
tion, and had then declared that he would meet the Clergy at 
Viſitation before next Court-day. The Biſhop then, having 
ut the Affair upon this Footing, is repreſented by the Letter- 
riter, as turning to the Dean, and deſiring him to declare, 
« Whether he, the Biſhop, had not acted up to the utmoſt, the 
c Dean could poſſibly expect from any Hint, he had even 
given about the Matter; and-whether, he had not obſerv- 
« ed to a Tittle the Proceſs, he told him he reſolved to ob- 
tc ſerve that Day?” to which the Dean is made to ſay, you 
« have my Lord.” The Anſwer that J in reality made, was, 
« you have my Lord fo far.” And any one I think may 
eaſily obſerve, from the laſt aforeſaid private Converſation I 
had with the Biſhop, that I meant no more by this Anſwer 
to the Biſhop's Queſtion, than this, that he had obſerved the 
Proceſs, he told me before, he would take that Day. And I 
own, I was in great Hopes he would haye purſued the ſame 
to the End: | 
As to what paſſed the Day of Viſitation, all that I think my- 
ſelf concerned to take Notice of, is the Declaration that I 
then made of my Opinion of Mr. Dallas's Offence, and the 
Puniſhment he ought to undergo. When the Biſhop propoſed 
that the Clergy ſhould declare their Opinions, and firſt appli- 
ed to me, for mine; I own I ſaid that Mr. Dallas could 
not deny, 'but that he had committed a Fault, and ought to 
acknowledge it. But being asked by Dean Goldſmith, whe- 
ther I meant, that Mr. Dallas had been guilty ot a Fault, for 
which he ought to be Degraded ? I replied, No, I think he 
ought not ** Degraded. Whereupon the Biſhop aſked no 
more Opinions, but got up and ſaid, he wanted no more O- 
pinions, that he knew the Law, and what he had to do, and 
ſo adjourned the Viſitation. I then being next to him, before 
he went out of Court, (where the Viſitation was held) told 
his Lordſhip there were ſome Expreſſions ſo ſevere in the 
Submiſſion required of Mr. Dallas, that he could not poſſibly 
ſign it, but begged his Lordſhip to mollify them, and I was 
ſure Mr. Dallas would agree to make it. To which he an- 
ſwered, he would not abate one Tittle of it, and ſo went 
out of Court. 
As to the long Converſation, introduced by the Letter- 
| Vrriter, 
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Writer, between the Biſhop and me, towards the cloſe of 
the Viſitation, I eannot charge my Memory, that ſuch Con- 
verſation paſſed between us at the Time mentioned, But 
this I am certain of, he makes me ſay, many Things, which 
J could not poſſibly ſay, being quite inconſiſtent: with my 
Sentiments of the Matter. 

Thus have I been the unhappy Inſtrument of leading Mr. 
Dallas to his Ruin; but this is the only Satisfaction I have, 
that I did not intend to injure him, the Steps I took being en- 
tirely owing, to my being deceived — Given under 
my Hand this 23d Day of 1 | 

William Mead Lads, Dean of Cork. 


The Behaviour of the Reverend lian Reader, Archdeacon 
of Cort, the Reverend Dean Goldſmith, Prebendary of 
Killanulla, and the Reverend William Jackſon, Prebenda- 
ry of Cahirlag, at the Viſitation of Cork, April the 12th, 
1749, relating to the Affair of Mr. Dallas, truly and 
fairly repreſented ; with Obſervations on the falſe — un- 
fair Account, of their Conduct on this Oceaſion, given by 
the Author of # Letter from a Clergyman of the Dioceſs of 


Cork, to his Friend in Dublin, Relating the Conduct of” the | 


Biſhop of Cork, in the Degradation of Mr. Dallas, 


== a Pamphlet - intitled, 4 Leiter Py a 
Clergyman, &c here is an Account given (Pag. 20, 
21, 22, 23, 24, 25.) of an Oppoſition made to the Opi- 

nion of the Biſhop, and ſeveral of the Clergy, at the Vie- 
tation of Cort, in Relation to the Affair of . Dallas, by 


three Clergymen; as alſo of the Sentiments of the reſt of 


the Clergy preſent, of what was faid and done, by theſe three 
lergymen. 
The three Perſons G pointed at, are "PAY to be Arch- 
deacon Reader, Dean Goldſmith, and Mr. Fackfon, who are 


introduced in that Letter, as ſpeaking i in the Order that I have 


mentioned them here. 

The Subſtance of the Account given by the Letter-Wri- 
ter of this Affair, is as follows, viz. 

That at the Viſitation of Cort, Mr. Dallas attended as a 
School- maſter, deſired to be heard, and offered to make 
an Acknowledgment before the Clergy about Mr. Oltver's 
Marriage, according to a Form drawn up by himſelf; which 
was rejected by the Biſhop as inſufficient ; and thereupon 
— Form of Submiſſion was produced, which the 


Biſhop declared his Approbation of, and made uſe of ſeveral 


Arguments, to induce Mr. Dallas to make and Sign that 
Submiſſion, 


* 
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Submiſſion : but this Mr. Dallas refuſed to do. Upon this, 
according to the Letter-Writer, ſeveral of the Clergy, roſe 
up and ſaid, ſure it cannot be ſaid, that Mr. Dallas hath 
not broke the Law, and if ſo, the leaſt he can do, is to ac- 
knowledge it. Mr. Dean, ſay they, you are our Chief here, 
under the Biſhop, and you ought to ſpeak for us, on which 
the Dean roſe up, and earneſtly ſaid to Mr, Dallas, ſurely 
Mr. Dallas, you cannot ſay, you have not tranſgreſſed 
the Law, and ſurely you ought to own you have done ſo. 
On this three Clergymen are repreſented, as riſing up, 
one aſter another; as diſallowing the Dean's Authority to 
ſpeak far them, and afterwards declaring their own Opinions, 
vix. in Subſtance, that Mr. Dallas's Crime did not appear 
to them, to be of ſuch a Nature, as deſerved, or (at leaſt 
in Prudence) ought to be puniſhed by Degradation. 
After the Biſhop had anſwered theſe Clergymen, ſeveral- 
ly, as they ſpoke, he is made. in the End, to anſwer them 
upon the whole, That he had not deſired their Advice, as 
<© to the Puniſhment Mr. Dallas deſerved, 6c. but that, 
£ however, ſince any Opinions, had been (though unaſked 
5c given in this Point, he defired, that if any of the Re 
<< of the Clergy, agreed in Sentiments with them, that 
© they would declare it; and this he repeated again, but 
* no one ſaid any Thing.” After which the Biſhop is ſup- 
poſed by the Letter Writer, to make a Speech, and to have 
Converſations in Publick with the Dean and Mr. Dallas, 
which: take up near four Pages of the printed Letter, (Page 
25, 26, 27, 28.) and then the Biſhop lamented the Neceſ- 
ſity he was under, in order to yindicate the Law, and for 
the Peace of his Dioceſs, to proceed to Sentence; and ſo 
the Viſitation was adjourned, | 
This is the Subſtance of the Account of our Behaviour 
ven by the Letter from a Gentleman, Cc. But the true 
tate of the Caſe, and which we are ready to juſtify, is as 
follows. vs Tk | 
At the Viſitation of Cort, April the 12th, 1749, after 
Mr. Dallas had been called, as a School-matter, and 
peared, he offered a Form of Submiſſion, which he declar- 
ed himſelf willing to make, in the moſt publick Manner; 
the Subſtance of which was, that he acknowledged the Fact, 
with which he was charged, expreſſed in a ſolemn Manner, 
his Concern for the Offence, he had given the Biſhop and 
Clergy thereby; and promiſed never to offend: in the ſame 
Manner again. be. 
| B The 
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The Biſhop then aſſigned ſeveral Reaſons, Why he could 
not pardon Mr. Dallas on ſuch a Submiſſion. 

After this the Reverend Doctor Browne (as we remem- 
ber) produced a Form of Submiſſion, which the Biſhop ap- 
proved of. In this Submiſſion, Mr. Dallas among other 
Things was required, to acknowledge that in what he had 
done, he had been guilty of a very great Crime, for which 
he deſerved to be degraded. 1 

The Biſhop then ſaid a great deal, to induce Mr. Dallas 
to make this Submiſſion, and particularly ſaid, that Mr. 
Dallas, had no other Way to ſave himſelf from Ruin, but 
by making this Submiffion ; for that, if he did not make it, 
he was reſolved to Degrade him. 

Notwithſtanding this, Mr. Dallas perſiſted in refuſing to 
make that Submiſſion, and aſſigned his Reaſons why he could 
not ſubmit to make it; which as it appeared to us, were to 
this Effect; that as he was not conſcious to himſelf, that 
he had been guilty of any Crime, for which he deſerved to 
be Degraded, therefore he could not agree to make a Sub- 
miſſion, in which, he was to declare a Thing, that he in 
his Conſcience, did not believe to be true; that as he in 
his own Mind, believed himſelf innocent of ſuch a Crime, 
he had rather be Degraded, than confeſs (what ſeemed to 
him a Falſhood) that he deſerved it. He declared himſelf 
open to Conviction; but that he was not ſatished, by the 
Arguments hitherto uſed by the Biſhop, 

Upon this, Dean Meade, Doctor Browne, and Mr. Wa- 
terhouſe, ſeverally preſſed Mr. Dallas, to make the Sub- 
miſſion. The Subſtance of their Arguments, as appears to 
us, may be ſummed up in theſe Words, Surely Mr. Dal- 
« las, you cannot ſay, you have not tranſgreſſed the Law, 
£ and ſurely you ought to own you have done ſo,” 

After they had thus, in vain, tried to prevail on Mr. 
Dallas, having uſed for this Purpoſe, no other Argument, 
than what the Biſhop had made uſe of before, Dean Meade, 
then roſe up and ſaid, Mr, Dallas, it is the Opinion of the 
Clergy, that you ought to make the Submiſſion required. 
Upon this Declaration of Dean Meade, Archdeacon 
Reader, Dean Goldſmith, and Mr. Fackfſon, who before this 
happened, had no Thoughts of ſpeaking at all, then thought 
themſelves called upon to declare that they had given no 
ſuch Authority to the Dean, to declare their Opinions : 
and that, what the Dean had ſaid, was the Opinion of the 
Clergy, was, at leaſt not agreeable to their N 
2 Wnien 
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which they now thought themſelves obliged publickly te 
declare. Upon which they roſe up one after another, diſ- 
allowed the Dean's Authority to ſpeak for them, and af- 
terwards delivered their own Opinions, viz. in Subſtance, 
that they thought Mr. Dallas had deen guilty of a very great 
Irregularity, for which he deſerved to be puniſhed, but that 
his Crime did not appear to them, to be of ſuch a heinous. 
Nature, as deſerved, or (at leaſt in Prudence) ought to- be 

puniſhed by Degradation. ET: ] 

After the Biſhop had anſwered theſe Clergymen, ſeverally 
as they ſpoke, the Biſhop then in the End deſired the Cler- 
gy preſent, ſeverally to give their Opinions : And then ap- 
plied to Dean Meade, as the firſt, in order to give his Opi- 
nion. Upon which, the Dean ſaid, that in his Opinion, 
Mr. Dallas ought to make the Submiſſion required, but Dean 
Meade being deſired by Archdeacon Reader, to ſpeak plain- 
ly, ſo that his Meaning might not be liable, to be miſtaken, 
and being immediately called upon by Dean Geld/mith to de- 
clare, whether it was his Opinion, that Mr. Dallas ought to 
be Degraded, if he did not make the Submiſſion required, 
Dean Meade ſaid publickly, that he did not think, that he 
ought to be Degraded. | 
After this Declaration of Dean Meade, the Biſhop did 
not think proper to aſk any more of the Clergy their Opi- 
nions: Nor did any of them ſay any Thing, contrary to 
the Opinion, thus declared, by Dean Meade, Archdeacon 
Reader, Dean Goldſmith, and Mr. Fackſon. Upon which, 
the Biſhop, in a few Words, as we apprehend, declared his 
Diſlike, of what had paſſed, and lamented the Neceſſity he 
was under of degrading Mr. Dallas; and ſo the Viſitation 
was adjourned, | — 

Whoever is willing to be at the Trouble, of conſidering 
and comparing, theſe two different Accounts of the ſame 
Affair, muſt obſerve, that though they agree, as to ſeveral 
Facts; yet, that they differ widely, as to two moſt mate- 
rial Points, that is, the Occaſion of our riſing up to ſpeak, 
and the Senſe of the Reſt of the Clergy, of what we ſaid 
on this Occaſion, And we think we have great Reaſon to 
complain of the Author of a Letter from a Clergyman, Cc. 
on this Account, that he has related our Behaviour, and 
that of the Clergy preſent, in a falſe and unfair Manner, 
ſo that a Perſon who is inclined to give Credit to what he 
ſays, might eaſily be led to think, not only that we gave our 
Opinions unaſked, but alſo that we ſhewed a Forwardneſs 
to oppoſe our Biſhop, * thruſting ourſelves into 
ta. 2 an 
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an Affair, that did not concern us; and that what we ſaid, 
was in Effect contradicted, by the reſt of our Brethren then 
preſent. It is merely on this Account to clear ourſelves, 
from this unworthy Imputation, thus attempted to be faſt- 
ened on us, that we give either the Publick, or ourſelves the 
Trouble of this Account. | 

The Occaſion of our riſing up to ſpeak, deſcribed by the 
Letter from a Clergyman, &c. is this, that ſeveral Clergy- 
men faid to Mr. Dean Meade, Mr. Dean you are our 
© Chief here under the Biſhop, and you ought to ſpeak for 
« us, on which the, Dean roſe up, and very earneſtly ſaid 
c to Mr. Dallas, ſurely Mr. Dallas, you cannot ſay, you 
< have not tranſgreſſed the Law, and ſurely you ought to 
% own you have done fo.” Theſe Words of the Dean are 
faid to be what provoked us to ſpeak, now really it is very 
extraordinary, that we ſhould be ſo readily provoked at theſe 


Words, eſpecially as we are confident that we had heard the 


Subſtance of them, related at leaſt half a dozen Times, in 
the Courſe of what had been ſaid on the Affair that Day, 
and beſides it hath a very odd Appearance, both from what 
feveral of the Clergy are made by the Letter-Writer to 
defire of the Dean, to wit, that he ſhould ſpeak for them; 
as well as from what Archdeacon Reader is made to ſay, in 
Anſwer to the Dean, to wit, that he had no Right to fpeak 
for the Clergy ; to ſuppoſe that the Dean, ſhould have ſaid 
no more on this Occafion, than what had been frequently 

ſaid that Day before, and had hitherto been unnoticed. 
The Truth of the Caſe then is this, that in the ſhort 
Account given by the Letter-Writer of this Affair, there 
are two notorious Falſhoods, or if you pleaſe, groſs Miſre- 
preſentations, The firſt is, that ſeveral of the Clergy are 
made to ſay to the Dean, Mr. Dean, you are our Chief, 
here under the Biſhop, and ought to ſpeak for us. For we 
take upon ourſelves to ſay, that if ſeveral of the Clergy 
ſaid any ſuch Thing, it muſt have been in Whiſpers, or in 
ſome fuch Way, that neither we, nor the Generalicy of 
the Clergy preſent, did, or could hear them ſay any ſuch 
Thing: And we are the more confident of this, becauſe 
we are certain that, if we had heard any ſuch Thing, we 
ſhould immediately have deſired · leave to. ſpeak our own 
Opinions, as we did after Dean Meade had ſpoke : And 
fince this Pamphlet came out, we have applied to Numbers 
of Perſons preſent, who all declared, that they did not hear 
any ſuch Thing faid by ſeveral of the Clergy; and what 
makes this, if poſſible, fill more ſtrong, is, that —_ 
de 
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Aſeade was charged, as having ſpoken without Authority, 
in the name of the Clergy, neither he nor any Body elſe, 

did on that Occaſion, mention in his Vindication, his ha- 
ving any ſuch Authority given him by ſeveral of the Clergy, 
which we think muſt naturally have been ſaid, if any ſuch 
Thing had paſſed, about a Minute before. Wo 

The ſecond Falſhood or Miſrepreſentation is, that Dean 
Meade, is made to ſay on this Occaſion, ſurely Mr. 
C Dallas, you cannot fay, you have not tranſgre ne 
4% Law, and ſurely you ought to own you have done fo,” 
for if the Dean, did at all make uſe of theſe Words, at that 
Time, which in our Opinion he did not, this at leaſt, we 
are certain of, that he did alſo at that Time ſay, Mr, 
Dallas it is the Opinion of the Clergy, that you ought to 
make the Submiſſion required; and that it was merely 
upon his ſaying theſe Words, and no other, that we roſe up 
and ſpoke. For the Truth of this, we can fafely appeal 
to Dean Meade himſelf, as well as many other Perſons pre- 
ſane. © -. | Fit -y 

For when the Dean made this Declaratien, as we were 
ſenſible, that we had given no ſuch Authority to Dean 
Made, to declare,our Opinion, we thought ourſelves un- 
der a Neceſſity, either of allowing by our Silence, that the 
Dean had ſpoken our Thoughts of the Affair, or elſe of 
declaring in the ſame publick Manner, that what the Dean 
had ſaid was the Opinion of the Clergy, was not at leaſt 
agreeable to our Sentiments, and therefore we roſe up (not 
as the Letter -Writer expreſſes it, provoked at the Dean, 
but urged by the Declaration, which the Dean had made) 
to clear ourſelves from having the Imputation faſtened on us, 
of our having thought, that Mr. Dallas ought to be preſſed 
to do that, which he apprehended to be contrary to Truth, 
and the Judgment of his own Conſcience, and to ſhew far- 
ther, that we were ſo far from being of that Opinion, that 
on the contrary, we thought that radation was too ſe- 
vere a Puniſhment for Mr. Dallas's Fault, and if we really 
thought ſo, no Body could in Reaſon expect from us, that 
we ſhould join in preſſing Mr. Dallas, to make a Submifſſi- 
on, in which he was to confeſs, that he was guilty of a 
Crime, for which he deſerved to be degraded. | 

This is a true and fair Account of the Reaſons of our 
ſpeaking at all unaſked, and of our ſaying what we did, 
which as we apprehend, puts out Conduct on this Occaſi- 
on, in a very different Light, from what it is put in by ths 
Falſhoods and Miſrepreſentation of the Author of A Letter 


from 
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» &c. thoſe who were preſent will be able 
to judge of the Truth of what we aſſert, and if in acting, 
as we have related it, we ſhall be thought by the Publick to 
have ated unwarrantably, we muſt patiently ſubmit to their 
Cenſure. | 

The other Point which we complain of as related by the 
Author of the Letter, in a falſe and unfair Manner, is the 
Senſe of the Clergy preſent, of what we ſaid on this Oc- 
caſion, for the Manner in which he relates it, is this, that 
after we had ſpoken, the Biſhop then defired, * that if an 
of the Reſt of the Clergy agreed in Sentiments with 
< them, that they would declare it, and this he repeated 
, again, but no one ſaid any Thing.” Whereas the Truth 
is notoriouſly known, by a great Number of Perſons pre- 
ſent, to be as we have related it in the State of our Caſe ; 
to wit, „that the Biſhop deſired the Clergy preſent, ſe- 
«+ verally to give their Opinions, and then applied to Dean 
«© Meade, as the firſt in order to give his Opinion. Upon 
<< which the Dean ſaid, that in his Opinion, Mr. Dallas 
< ought to make the Submiſſion required. But Dean Meade 
being deſired by Archdeacon Reader, to ſpeak plainly, ſo 
< that his Meaning might not be liable to be miſtaken, 
4 and being immediately called upon by Dean Goldſmith, 
< to declare, whether it was his Opinion, that Mr. Dal- 
< [as ought to he * =p if be did not make the Sub- 
© miſſion required, Dean Meade ſaid publickly, that he 
<< did not think that he ought to be degraded.” After this 
Declaration of Dean Meade's, the Biſhop did not think it 
proper to aſk any more of the Clergy, their Opinions, nor 
did any of them ſay any Thing, contrary to the Opinion, 
thus declared by Dean Meade, Archdeacon Reader, Dean 
Goldſmith, and Mr. Fack/an. 
As the Account here given by us, of theſe two Points, in 
which we materially differ, from the Author of a Letter 
from a Clergyman, Cc. is grounded on Facts, which all 
paſſed in a moſt publick Manner, we muſt Appeal again for 
the Truth of what we ſay to the Biſhop, the Clergy, and 
the other Perſons preſent. And as to thoſe that have not 
an Opportunity of ſatisfying themſelves by conſulting a ſuf- 
ficient Number of thoſe, who were Ear-witneſſes of what 
paſſed, we flatter ourſelves, that they will nat entertain O- 
pinions, to the Prejudice of our Characters, on the bare Aſſer- 
tions of a Pamphlet, publiſned without a Name; when we 
ourſelves, by having publiſhed this Acount with our Names 
3 have ſtaked our Credit upon the Truth of what 0 
ay. 


( 15) 


All that we think proper to be further obſerved by us 
here, is, that Archdeacon Reader, and Dean Goldſmith do 
not think it neceſſary to diſpute with the Author of the 
Letter, the particular Expreffions, which are put by him 
into their Mouths, becauſe they do not think them very ex- 
ceptionable in themſelves, and cannot pretend at this diſ— 
tance of Time, to be particular, as to the very Words, 
which they made uſe of. All that they are willing to ob- 
ſerve, is that they have ſome Reaſon to complain of the 
Diſingenuity of the Letter-Writer, for ſupprefling ſome of 
the moſt material Parts of what they ſaid, and delivering 
the Reſt in harſher Language than they made uſe of. 

But as to Mr. 7ackſon, he thinks himſelf moſt groſly 
abuſed by this Author, and therefore thinks himſelf obliged 
in a ſeparate Manner to publiſh the Subſtance of what he 
ſaid as far as he can recolle& it on this Occaſion, in ſo ma- 
ny Months after the 'Thing had happened. 

Given under our Hands this 23d 

Day of December, 1749. 


William Reader, 
1 aac Goldſmith, 
illiam Fackſon. 


N a Letter from a Clergyman of the Dioceſs of Cork, 

to his Friend in Dublin, &c. I am repreſented (Page 
24, 25.) as expreſſing my ſelf in the following abſurd Man- 
ner, ** that for my Part, I could only ſay in the Matter, 
«© that I was preſent when the Archbiſhop of Dublin, gave 
«* the ſame Direction to his Clergy, and they did not mind 
% what he ſaid,” If theſe Words, thus abruptly introdu- 
ced, can be ſuppoſed to have any Meaning, it muſt be to 
ſpirit up the Clergy of Cork, to oppoſe their Biſhop, from 
the like Behaviour of the Clergy of Dublin; which- Deſign, 
was ſo contrary to my real Thoughts, that I think it is im- 
poſſible that I could utter Words, which would bear ſuch 
a Meaning. 

As to the Occaſion of my ſpeaking at all, I muſt refer 
to the foregoing Account, but though I cannot at this diſ- 
tance of Time, pretend to recolle& the very Words I then 
made uſe of, yet I will be poſitive, as to the Subſtance of 
them, which was this ; that I had heard that the late Arch- 
biſhop of Dublin, had given the like Directions to his Cler- 
gy, but finding the Obſervance and Execution of them, at- 
tended with many Difficulties and Inconveniences, they 
| Were 
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were afterwards not inſiſted on, and the Practice continu- 
ed as uſual. In juſtice to my ſelf, as well as the Clergy of 
the Dioceſs of Dublin, I have thought it neceſſary to ſay 
thus much, and hope they will not think me capable of ma- 
king ſo falſe a Repreſentation of them, or ſo indecent, -and 
abſurd. a Speech, as that which I am charged with in the 
ſaid Letter; otherwiſe I ſhould not have thought worth my 
while to have taken this particular Notice of the Words, 


Witneſſes of what I ſaid. 
Given under my Hand, this 23d 
Day of December, 1749. 
William Fackſon, 


Had prepared for the Preſs, what I thought neceſſary to 
1 publiſh, on this Occaſion; but for certain Reaſons, 


which have occured ſince, I hope the Dean and Chapter will 
excuſe my Silence; at leaſt till I receive an Anſwer to a 
_— which I have written to the Biſhop of Cork on this 


. Perkins Craften. 


„ 


Cork, December the 
28th, 1749. 


falſely attributed to me, as there were preſent ſo many 


ff 
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APPENDIX 


To the CONDUCT of the Dean 


of CORK, and other CLE R- 


GYMEN, @&c. 


HERE As a Pamphlet was publiſh'd in 
Cork, December the 3oth, Intituled, the Con- 
duct of the Dean of Cork, and other Clergy- 


give an Account under our Hands, of our Be- 


| Haviour at the Viſitation of Cork, April the 12th, 1749+ 
which Account was publiſhed in Purſuance of an Act of 


Chapter, made the 19th of December, 1749. We think 
it proper to inform the Biſhop and the Public, that neither at 


the Time the above Act of Chapter was made, nor at the 
Time that this our Account was finiſhed for the Preſs, 


which was December the 23d. had we the leaſt Reaſon to 


believe, that the Biſhop of Cork would avow himſelf to be 
the Author of a Letter Intituled, a Letter from a Clergy- 


man, Cc. but on the Contrary, we thought we had con- 


vincing Reaſons to perſuade us, that he could not be the 


Author of it. 
The firſt Reaſon was, that we apprehended, that there 
were ſeveral Paſſages in the ſaid Pamphlet, which ſeemed 


to infinuate, that the Clergy of the Dioceſs of Cort, were 
a Set of Men, who were likely to celebrate Marriages con- 


trary to Law, unleſs deterred from doing it, by being laid 


under Reſtriftions, which are not thought neceſſary in other 
Dioceſſes. | 

The Second Reaſon is drawn from ſeveral Paſſages in the 
Letter from a Clergyman, Cc. in which the Author ſpeak- 
eth in ſuch a Manner, as ſeemed to us not reconcileable 
with the Suppoſition, that the Biſhop was the Author of the 
Taid Pamphlet, particularly (p. 12, 13, 14. according to 
the Dublin Edition of a Letter from a Clergyman, &c.) 
there is a Relation of a Converſation between the Author 
und the Bilkop, which ſeemed to us muſt plainly to ſhew, 


C | that 


men, &s, in which among other Things we 
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that the Biſhop, and the Author muſt be two different Per- 
fons. — —— ä | 
| However ſtrong theſe and other Reaſons appeared to us 
then, it now appeareth;- that we were miſtaken, ſince. the 
Biſhibp bath been pleaſed to acknowledge himſelf the Author 
ofit,. by an Atvertiſement publiſhed, as we are informed, 
late on the Evening of the 27th of December, before our 
Account was made Publick, which was not till the Noon of 
Derember-the 30th. "0 1 7 3 4 <- 
We wilh the Biſhop, had prevented this Miſtake, by 
putting his Name to the Pamphlet, at the Time of its Pub- 
lication, or by letting the Clergy know, by ſome other Me- 
thod, that he was the Author of it; for, in this Caſe, we 
ſhould have. thought ourſelves obliged, to have firſt applied 
to the Biſhop, before we printed any Thing on this -Ogga- 
ſion ; and if we had thought ourſelves, laid under a Neceſ- 
ſity, of appealing to the Publick, by the Biſhop's refuſing to 
Redreſs us on this Application, we ſhould then have thought 
it incumbent on us, to make uſe of no Expreſſion, which 

. to their Biſhop, 
on ſuch an Occaſion. And we ſhould probably have done 
no more, than publiſhed a plain State of the Caſe, and left 
it to the Publick, to make their Obſervations on it. But, 
as by Miſtake, we have been drawn into another Method, of 


anſwering (as we ſuppoſed) the Author of an Anonymous 
Pamphlet ; we think ourſelves obliged, in Juſtice to our 


Characters, and to prevent the Miſtakes of others, to give 
the Biſhop and the Publick this Account of our Proceeding, 
which, we hope will be ſufficient, to convince all candid 
Perſons, that tho' we inſiſt on the Truth of what we aſſert 
in the Account already publiſhed by us, we had no Deſign, 
by any Expreffions, that we have there made uſe of, to treat 
our Biſhop in a diſreſpectful Manner, And we hope, that 
if any Perfons ſhall think proper, without conſulting us, 
to re- print the Conduct of the Dean of Cork, and other 
Clergymen, &c. that they will publiſh this by Way of Ap- 
pendix to it. Given under our Hands this 4th Day of Janu- 
ary, 1749. . Wilkam Reader, 
| Hſaac Goldſmith, 

Note, That we had no Opportunity of conſulting Dean 
Meade and Mr. Jachſon, on our publiſhing the above Ac- 
count, as they are at ſome Diſtance in the Country. If we 
had, we have no Reaſon to doubt, but that they would have 
Joined us in this Account, given of our Conduct. 
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A LET T E R from the 
Revd. Archdeacon CRor rox, to the 
Rt. Revd. the LORD⁵D BISHO of 
CORK and ROSS. 
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4 Had no Intent to publiſh any thing at preſent, farther than 


the Advertiſement publiſh'd in my Name in Dublin, which, 
I thought abſolutely neceſſary at that Time But having ſince 
ſeen an Advertiſement, publiſh'd by the Biſhop of Cork : In 


which he acknowledges, himſelf to be the Author of a Letter. 
from a Clergyman of the , Duceſs. of Cork, to bis Friend in 
Dublin, relating the Conduct of the . Biſhop of Cork, in 
the Degradation of Mr. Dallas To which is added, a Cerith-. 
eate, ſigned by the Reverend Thomas Millerd, the Revd, 
St, John Brown, and the Revd. Samuel Brome; declaring that 
the Converſation between the Biſhip and the Vicar- General in 
the Veftry Room of the Cathedral Church of St. Finbary, 


o h 


Cork, the Day on which Mr. Dallas was degraded, is ä 


aithfully and impartially related in pag. 30, 21. of a 
Zan printed % Publ, raed? ; 33 a * 
Oman, &c. and that the Words there ſaid to le ſpake by the 
Biſhop and Vicar General, are to the beſt of their Recollection, 
the Wards us d by each of them, I thought it incumbent on me 


to wrize the following Letter to the Biſhop of Cork, towbich . 


J received this verbal Auſwer by my Sqrvant, ** That his 
*« Lordthip's Anſwer was already in Print.” From whence 
J concluded that his Lordibip chofe that I ſhould Addreſs my 
Defence to the Publick: And as the firſt Step, I publiſh a 
true Copy of the Letter I wrote to his Lordſhip, except one 
Paragraph, which I have purpoſely omitted, as it relates to a 
private Converſation between his Lordſhip. and ug, and is 
marked in its proper Place by a Chaſm. | 
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Cork, December 28th, 1749. 


My Lord, 


AVING ſeen an Advertiſement, dated Cort, 
H December 26th, and publiſhed the 27th, wherein 


your Lordſbip declares yourſelf to be the Author 
of a Letter from a Clergyman, &c. after which 
follows a Certificate, ſigned by Mr. Millerd, Doctor Browne 
and Mr, Brome, atteſting, the Relation (in the Letter from 
a Clergyman, &c.) of the Converſation that paſſed between 
your Lordſbip and me, in the Veſtry of St. Barry's, Corte, 
to be à faithful and impartial Relation of the Words there 
ſaid to be ſpoke by the Biſbop and me. 

Now, this is to aſſure your Lordſhip, that had I known 
you to be the Author of that Letter, or that the Gentlemen 
who ſigned ſaid Certificate, would have atteſted what is 
therein ſet forth, I ſhould have begun the Vindication of 


my Character, (which I imagine is ſtruck at in the Letter 


from d, Clergyman, &c.) by firſt applying to your Lordſhip for 
Redreſs. | 

As I could not take this Step ſooner, for the Reaſon above 
mentioned, I hope it will not be thought yet too late, for 
me to apply to your Lord/hip, to do me Juſtice, and on this 
Confidence beg Leave, to endeavour to convince your Lord- 
ſhip, that the Converſation, which paſſed between your 
Lordſhip and me, in the Veſtry Room of St. Barry's is 
eatly miſrepreſented, by the Letter from a Clergyman, 
Sc. and I am apt to flatter myſelf, with hopes of Succeſs 
on this Occaſion, as I imagine, that it muſt be agreeable to 

our Lordſhip, to prevent by all proper Means, Diſputes in 

Publick, between Clergymen contradicting each other. 
I therefore proceed to lay the whole of this Cafe before 
your Lordſhip ; which, I hope may be a Means of making 
your Lordſhip, and the other Gentlemen, recolle& ſome 


Particulars of our Converſation, which are omitted by the 


Letter 


(21) 


Letter from a Clergyman, &:c, and of ſetting in their true 
Light, other Matters, which ſeem to me miſrepreſented 
in the ſaid Letter. nf 

I begin with acknowledging that your Lordſhip, asked me 
« whether 1 thought it was in your Power to pronounce any 
c Sentence N Mr. Dallas's Caſe, but that of Degradati- 
4e on?” To which I anſwer'd, ** that I thought you could,” 
and at the ſame Time, gave my Reaſon for making this 
| Anſwer ; which tho' not mentioned in the Letter, &c. 

was as follows, that as the new Articles exhibited againſt 
Ar. Dallas, were at large, and not confined to a particular Ca- 
non, as the firſt Articles were, you might on this account, in- 
flict any other Canonical Cenſure ; particularly T ſaid, that 
be might be Silenced. To which your Lerdſhip made an 
Odjection, as in the Letter, &c. „ that he was filenced 
before he committed the Crime.” I then immediately ſaid, 
« that he might be Suſpended.” 
The next Queſtion, put to me by your Lordſbip, accor- 
ding to the Letter from a Clergyman, Cc. is, ©< whether 
2 e would extend beyond your own Dioceſs, to which 
I am made to anſwer, <* that it would not, here, my 
Lord, I muſt beg Leave to ſay, that my Anſwer was di- 
realy the contrary; that, it would extend to other Dio- 
ceſſes.” And, I further ſaid, that I was ſure, no Biſhop 
would ſuffer any Man to Officiate in his Dioceſs, on whom 
ſuch a Sentence had paſſed.” This was my Opinion then, 
and afterwards in all Companies, where I had any Conver- 
ſation, on this Subject, I declared it to be my Opinion: 
And particularly, when Counſellor Crips, gave it, as his 
Opinion (as mention'd in the Letter, c.) that his Suſpen- 
fion would not extend, beyond his own Dioceſs ; I then 
told him, that he had given an unwarrantable, and impru- 
dent Opinion; for I apprehended, that what he had ſaid, 
was not agreeable to Law; and that, by his thus leſſening 
the Foree of Suſpenſion, he might bring on his Client, the 
Sentence of Degradation. | 

And if your Lord/ip pleaſes to recollect, that when you 
aſked Mr. Fackſon (in your paſſing to the Court) the ſame 
Queſtion, about the Extent of Suſpenſion, and he an- 
ſwered, that it would not extend beyond your own Dioceſs;z 
* then ſaid, that he had given the ſame Opinion with 

r. Crips, If your Loerdſbip had then thought that I had 
given the ſame Opinion, it is probable, I apprehend, that 
you would have mention'd it. But I was ſo far from having 
given your Lerdſbip, any Grounds to ſay the ſame of 2 
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( 22 ) 
that I afterwards blamed Mr. Fack/on, for fo haſtily giving 
an Opinion, which ſeemed to me, both imprudent and ill 
founded. 5 e 

I mention all theſe Particulars, in hopes your Lord/hip 
may recolle& from them, the Truth of my Anſwer ; and 
that I have therefore cauſe to complain of the Anſwer, 
which I am made to give in a Letter from a Clergy- 
man, Se. Es 
- The next Queſtion ſaid, (in the Letter from a Clergy- 
man, &c,) to be aſked me by your Lordſhip, is, how 
Suſpenſion differed from Silencing ©? This Queſtion was 
indeed (tho? not on the Occaſion, mentioned by the Letter 
from a Clergyman, &c.) put to me by your Lord/þ1ip, in 
the Courſe of our Converſation : And when you aſked me 
this Queſtion, I was ſo far from not anſwering it, as repre- 
ſented in the Letter, c. that, on the contrary, I anſwered 
to this Queſtion of your Lordſbip's, * That in my Opinion, 
the err, between them was this, that filencing would on- 
ly reach to your own Dioceſs, but that Suſpenſion would reach 
to other Dioceſſes.“ | 

The next Queſtion, propoſed to me, by the Biſhop (ac- 
cording to the Letter from a Clergyman, Cc.) is, ther 
he could appoint Mr. Dallas to read in the Church, a Confeſ- 
fron of his Guilt; and in Caſe he refuſed it, hot the Bithop 
could enforce it.? To this I am made to ſay, That I 
could not Anſwer, but that I ſeemed ſtill of Opinion, that 
5 — Dallas was ſilenced, it would only extend to this 

zoceſs,*? os ad 

As to my Reaſon for declining to give an Anſwer to this 
Queſtion, I muſt here aſſure your Lordſhip, that it was 
merely owing to my great Caution; leſt in ſpeaking my 
Opinion, I might ſay any thing, that might divert your 
Lordſhip from inflicting any other Canonical Cenſure, mild- 
er than that of Degradation : Which I was in hopes, you 
were inclined to do, from the Queſtians propoſed to me. 

As to what follows, * That I ſeemed ſtill of Opinion, that 

| Silencing, would extend only ts the ſame Diaceſs : This is 
certainly true, if you conſider Silencing, as differing from 
Suſpenſion : But the Letter from a Clergyman, &c. ſeems 
here to inſinuate, that by Silencing, I meant the ſame thing 
as Suſpenſion ; as is plain from the Argument, that your 
Lordſhip is made to make uſe of on that Occafion, in · the 
following Words, to wit, © That if a Clergyman was fu 
pended for a Crime, he 7 from the Exerciſe of hit 
Office, in any Part of "the Chriſtian - Church,” 3 
& © 4 or $ 


(23) 


| Words tend only to ſhew, that what 1 fad, only with 


Regard to Silencing, was not true with Regard to Suſpen» 
ſion: Whereas, if your Lordſhip had underſtood me right- 
Jy, you muſt have contradicted me, by ſaying, that a Cler- 
yman filenced for a Crime, in one Dioceſs, was thereby 
Llenced in every other Part of the Chriſtian Church. 

In Conſequence of the Converſation, which I had with 
your Lord/hip, as mentioned above, I am repreſented, as 
deſired by your Lordſhip, to go to Counſellor Crips, and 
aſk his Opinion, to ſatisfy myſelf ;*? this Account, I cannot 
poſſibly agree to, for I did not want at all, to be ſatisfied my 
ſelf ; and be pleaſed to recollet, my Lord, that when you 
deſired me, to aſk Mr, Crips's Opinion, I declined it, as 
not wanting his Opinion, to confirm mine ; and did not go 
to him, till, your Lordſbip inſiſted on it, and the Reaſon of 
my Backwardneſs was, that I feared as he had not time to 
conſider the Queſtions propoſed to him, and the Tendency 
of them, with Regard to his Client, he might poſlibly give 
an Anſwer contrary to mine; which by leſſening the extent 
of Suſpenſion, or not allowing your Lord/bip, a Right of 
inflicting other Penance, might contribute to produce a 
Sentence of Degradation. 

As to the Meſlage, faid (in the Letter from a Clergyman, 
&c.) to be deliver'd from Counſellor Crips to your Lordſhip, 
to wit, that if you pronounced Sentence, you ſhould be 
Attached.” This Meſlage I utterly diſclaim ; for the Meſ- 
ſage that I received from Counſellor Crips, and which I 
delivered immediately after to your Lord/hip was, *©* that I 
ſhould tell your Lordſhip in his Name, that he would move to 
have the Submiſſion withdrawn, and if this was refuſed him, 
that he would apply to the Court of King's Bench, to have 
the Biſhop Attached.” This is the Meſſage which I am 
ready to ſwear, (when properly called upon ) that I receiv- 
ed from Mr, Crips, and that I afterwards delivered to your 

ordſhip. | | 

I 2 it will be granted, that I might be ſuppoſed able to 
carry ſo ſhort a Meifage, a very few Vards; and that I can- 
not be ſuſpected of any Intention to alter the Meſſage deli- 
vered to me, eſpecially as I never diſcovered any Deſign of 
aggravating Matters on this Occaſion, What makes me 
clear beyond all Doubt in this Matter, is, that I, that very 
Day reduced into Writing, the Meſſages, which I detiver- 
ed, from your Lordſbip and Mr, Crips, with the Anſwers 
which 4 received, and declared that Day, before ſeveral Per- 
ſons preſent at my Houſe, that the Meſſages and Anſwers, 
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which I then read, were thoſe which I had carried from 
your Lordſhip to Mr, Crips, and from Mr. Crips to your 
Lordſhip, which were as above related by me. 
I hope your Lordbip, will excuſe this very long Letter, it 
has given me a great deal of Trouble, as I did not think it 
proper to employ another Hand in writing it, but the Vin- 
dication of my Character made it neceſſary. 

Your Lordſhip muſt be ſenſible, that during this whole 
Affair, I ſhewed a zealous Concern, for the Support of your 
Honour and Juriſdiction, and never failed (tho* unaſked) to 
give you the beſt Information in my Power, when I ap- 
prehended that you were in Danger of taking a wrong 
Step; and particularly, % % @ „ 2 

I could ſay a great deal more on this Occaſion, but think 
what I have ſaid ſufficient, to induce your Lordfs/p to do me 
— in ſome Shape or other; in ExpeRtation of which, 


{hall impatieatly wait your Lordſhip's Anſwer, 


J am, my LORD, 
Vr Lordſhip's 
moſt dutiful 
and mi ſt obedient 
Servant, 


PERK. CROFTON. 
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